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SMARTER IS FEDERALLY FUNDED WITH A FEDERALLY APPOINTED
VALIDATION COMMITTEE.
When the federal government pays for something, there are always strings
attached. And whether you are Democrat or Republican, at some point you
will not like the strings attached.

SMARTER is the consortium that Michigan State Board of Ed and Gov.
Granholm contracted to write Michigan tests, in 2010. It is a 26 state
member, federally funded consortium, with federal validation teams who
will review SMARTER tests for “item design and validation”. Attached are
periodicals reporting this and the actual webpage from the Federal

Department of Education where it explains the federal oversight committee.

Right now there are no governance rules to tell us how a state can
challenge a question, change a question or eliminate a question on the test.
No policies have been made public

SMARTER has a contract with Michigan to not only write year end testing,
but interim, or what is called formative tests. Teachers will have to teach
exactly, with exact timing what is tested.

These reasons are probably why 6 states have withdrawn from their testing
consortium, Alabama, Georgia, Pennsylvania, Indiana, and Okiahoma and
Florida. Utah, Texas, and Nebraska, never signed on to testing. Below is an
excerpt from a letter, also attached, from the Georgia State Superintendent
John D. Barge to his district superintendents. Note his reasons involve
cost, ability to change standards, local districts technology and student
time on testing:
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Common-Assessment Groups to Undergo New Federal Review Process

». Catherine Gewertz -

l The U.S. Departmen: of Education has created a technical-review process for the two 51

' state consartia that e designing assessments for the common standards.
3 Fuweet
The technical review will focus on two aspects of the work the assessient consoriia are

. doing: itemn design znd validation. This is in contrast o e prOGram-TEview Process that the
. department began when the two consortia first received federal Race to the Top funding in 2010.
© That monitors how the states are progressing with the work they outlined in their originat

H applications.

- The department outined the new techuical-review work and lists the panelists who will conduct it
" int 2 notice on the (lace to the Top-Assessment website. & review guide on that same page
- derais how the departraent has beea conducting its program review, ang =leo indudes #s Year

" One repodts on each of the two consortia—the Smarter Balanced Assessment Consordum and the
partnership for Assessment of Readiness for College and Careers, or PARCC.

¢ The new technical review far the Race to the Tep Assessment program is part of the department’s
" bid to find better wiys to work with grantees, find out what works and what doesn't, and revise as
srojects grogress, A0 whaten, the deparbnent's direcior of policy and implementation, old me

" ast week. It witl forus on the guality of the tests that are being crafted, and see yat the groups
have a sound resea:ch plan in place to validate the tests as proxies for college readiness.

The first meeting in the new review process will take place later this month, when consorga
representatives will meet for tero days with department officials ang the techmcal-review panelists
here in Washington Whaien said. The idea isn't for panelists to reach ConNSeNsyS on the Coasortia’s
. work, she said. Instzad, they witt share their thoughts individually with the department to guide it
~ as it works with the two groups. The panef's feedback will also be available, in a yet-to-be-

. determined form, te the public, Whalen said.

- The department's website goes into much more detail about the seven panelists who will serve as
 the technical revievers. But here s 3 quick Hst

«Peter Behuniak, who was Connecticut’s assessment director and has advised more than a

: dozen states on their assessment systems. He was an adviser to former President Bill Clinton in
" his bid to create a voluntary national test. Behuniak is now a professor in the educationa!
psychology departrent at the University of Connecticut.
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Gregory Cizek, a professor of educational measurement and evaluation at the University of
. North Carolina who scrves on the Smarter Balanced techrical advisory comumittee, Among his
facus areas in assessnent are standard-setting, test vatidity, and and test pokicy.

. «Rebecca Hopriva, it senior scentist at the University of Wisconsin's Center for Educationat
 Regearch who focusas on making assessments accessible for all students.

. «Suzanne Lane, 3 professor in the University of Pittsburgh's research-methodology program. A
" mermber of the PAR:I technical-advisory committee, Lane focuses on test validity and design in
- large-scale assesshEnt programs.

| «James Pellegring, 2 professor of education at the University of Minois at Chicago who focuses
' on the application of cognitive research findings to assessment and instructiona! practice. He
" gerves on both the PARCC and SBAC technical-advisory committees.

«Kathleen Porter-Hagee, who oversees the academic standands program at the Thomas B.
' Fordham lastiute i Washington. A former middie gad high schoo! teacher, Porter-Blagee oversav
| curricutum and professionat development, and led tre devalopment of an inters ¢
. program, at the cherter schoot network Achievement First.

<William Schmidt, 2 professor at Michigan State University and director of its Center for the
Study of Curricuiurr. Schmidt is witely known for his stodies of mathematics curritutarmn, which
faund U.S. curriculs © be “a mile wide and an och deeg.”

. Federal initiatives | Testing
assessment | PARCC . Race to the Top | Smarter Balanced technfcal review . US Department of

© Education

. Print

5

34 Like

Zeev Wurman o e

Arm 1 i 2 Fast one who is struck by the obvious conflict of

- snrarss . of Greg Clzek, Susan Lane, and fim: Peliegring? They all
% serve z; consuitants ta the assessment consortia thet they are
: now susposed to review???

Have ti-ey fired the inspector General in £D?

1resly
Fered
by ccssima h

A Not ta nention Porter-Magee whao is paid by a right wing
think t«nk that is supporting anything and averything Common
Core.

And S wnidt who fudged his benchmark study 1o mske
y Common Core fook good, but hedged his support by saying
Commiun Core “coutd" work.

How a = they going to assess item design with any degree of
impariaiity?

Here's aur fatest unfettered fook at PARCC and SBAC's sample
math tasks:

hitp:/ ‘zcssimath.blogspot.com/2013/03/godzilia-vs-
conso~ia.htmi
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RACE TO THE TOP TECHMICAL REVIEW

Announcing a Technical Review for the Consortia of States Developing
Next-Generation Assessment Systems
March 2013

A pary of contingd fiorts to Support states in el &
gensration of assa . the 11.5. Deparpment of Educs sl
the Top Assessment Technical Review Process. In September 2010, the
Department provided funding to two consortia of states, the Partnership for
Assessment of Readiness for College and Caraers (PARCC) and the Smarter
Balancad Assessment Consortium {Smarter Belanced), to develop new
comprehensive assessment systems to measure whether students have the
knowledge and skills necessary to be ready for coltege ant the workforce.

The date fromn these new aSsessmenl SYSIETS, which will he adnunistered for the
first thme in the 2014-2015 sthoot year, will be used by parents, (Rachers,
schogls, and states to make better decisions about how o support students and
teachers so that they can be successful. PARCC and Srarter Balanced are now
past the halfway mark of their four-year gramts — the Technical Review will help
the Department support their work by analyzing their progress meating the
requirements laid out in the Race © the Top Assessmeant program and identifving

howr wee can petter pariner with the coasos in during this critical development

phase. The review will forus on twe sroad a5 of a3 ment developr t: the touTube

consortium’s 1 5 confirming the valigity of the assessment results and the

consorbium’s approach to developing items and tasks. Email
Updates

The experts who will assist the Department with the Race to the Top Assessment
Tuchnica! Review are Peter Behuniak, University of Connecticut; Rebecca Kopriva,
sticermoin Canter B Bducntionst Research; & ity of

£ 5 =i ot

willinrm Schmide, Michigan State Yniversity.

oF

oetingris, U

Mages, Fordham instit&e; and

M

The Technical Revisw is one component of the Department’s Race to the Top
Assessment program review. The program review is the overall method by which
the Department provides oversight of and support for the consortia. The Technical
Review will be combined with other components, including on-going, but at least
muonthly, conversalions we Department and the granfee; o e

¥ AL 1

EDLREE:

progrem reviews STER
and senior leaders In the Deparime
description of the complete program review process can be found pelow at:

htto://wwwZ. ed gov/programs/rac tezhemz}—assessmentlreview-m;ide.gdf {BDF,
27.2K}.

mace to the Ton Technical Reviewer Bigaraphies (MS Word, 141K)
Zace to the Top Assessment Tarhnical Review Process {POF, SE0K
Spring 2013 Technica! Raview Frr DARCC IPDE, 223K

Soring 2013 Technical Review for Srarter Balanged {PDF, 223K}
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RACE TO THE TOP ASSESSMENT ANNUAL PERFORMAMNCE REPORT

« Race to the Top Assessment Program review Guide & PDF (271

« Annual Perfnrmance Report (APR) w PDE( 143K}

CONSORTIUM REPORTS

Consortium Report

Partnership for Assessment of Readiness vear 1 Report & PDF
for College and Career {1.08M)

vear 2 Repor o
£1.18

1

PD

Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium | Year 1 feport + PDE
(803K)

vear 2 Report & PDF
(881K}







Dear Superintendents,

Earlier tocay, 1, along with Governor Deal and our State Board Chair, Barbara Hampton, advised
the leadership of the PARCC Governing Board that the state of Georgia is withdrawing from the
consortiura and as such, we will not administer the PARCC assessments in 2014-2015. Georgia
will be pursuing other options for developing our own state assessments in English language arts
and math at the elementary. middle and high school levels. We will continue to work with
Georgia educators, as we have in the past, to reconfigure and/or redevelop our state assessments
+o reflect the instructional focus and expectations inherent in our rigorous state standards in
language zrts and math. This is not 2 suspension of the implementation of the CCGPS in
language arts and math.

After talking with district superintendents, administrators, teachers, parents, lawmakers, and
members of many communities, | believe this is the best decision for Georgia’s students.
Relative to assessment, our paramount goal is o deliver high-guality instruments. It is critical
that these instrurnents provide key information about student learning and contribute to the
ongoing work of improving the educational opportunities for each student.

The Georgia Department of Education estimates that several million dollars in savings will be
realized, annually, by developing our own assessments. The cost estimates for PARCC will be
released later today, and these costs far exceed what Georgia can afford.

As we have discussed the technology requirements for PARCC, we have realized that a majority
of cur districts are not ready for full-scale, online assessments across all grades. The state does
not currently have the technology infrastructure or sufficient hardware to handle the test
administration demands of PARCC, which include technology- enhanced test items.

While any new test Georgia develops will require greaier capacity, allowing for online
administrztion, we will be in the position to work with districts to establish the timeline. This is
important, as many districts need greater bandwidth, improved connectivity, and more devices
(i.e., hardware) to handle not only assessment administration but day to day instructional

requirements.

Developing our own assessments also will allow Georgia to determine the amount of time our
students spend testing. Based on current estimates, PARCC anticipates up to 10 hours of siudent
engagement, through muitiple test sessions conducted across two testing windows in language
arts and mathematics alone. I am optimistic that Georgia’s tests will require significantly less
tfime for these two content areas, within a single window, and still provide high-quality
informaticn about student learning.

Finally, and arguably the most important consideration, adopting the PARCC assessmerit would
limit the ability of Georgia to make adjustments or changes to our standards as we see fit. If
Georgia educators determine that ceriain siandards need to be shified or revised, we would nm
the risk of no longer being aligned with the PARCC assessment. Such misalignment would put

- our studerts at a disadvantage.



As we begin to build new assessments, please note that our Georgia assessments

. will be aligned to the math and English language arts CCGPS;

e be of high-guality and rigorous;

€ will be developed for students in grades 3 through 8 and high school;

. Wil OE reviewed DY Ueorgia Ieacners;

- will require significantly less time to administer than the PARCC assessments]

. will be administered within 2 single testing window;

. be offered in both computer and paper-based formats; and

. will include a variety of item types. such as performance-based and multiple-choice items.

T am coniident that Georgia can use the information learned from our involvement in PARCC as
we develop new tests. We are grateful to Georgia educators who have worked hard to help
develop our standards and assessments. We look forward to continuing to work with them to
develop a new assessment system for our state.

As we eontinue to prepare our students to be college and career ready by the time they graduate
from high school, T believe this approach will benefit them greatly. As the work continues, [ will

keep you nformed. In the meantime, if you have any questions, please do not hesitate 1o contact

e
1ii%ew

John D. Rarge, Ed.D.
Siate School Superintendent
Georgia Department of Education
2066 Twix Towers East
205 Jesse Hill Jr. Dr. SE
Atlanta, CA 30334
fe: 404-657-6165
Fax: 404.651-8737
iohnbarge@doe k12.ga.us
wWww.gad ) e.org
Follow us on Twitter: ‘@gadocnews and @drjchnbarge
Like us o Facebook: hitp://www.facebook.com/gadoe
"Making i=ducation Work for All Georgians"
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1,500 rally against Common Core
tests at Comsewogue High School

August 17, 2013 by CANDICE NORWOOD / candice.norwood@newsday.com

More than 1,500 parents, teachers and
students gathered at the Comsewogue High
School football field in Port Jefferson Station
Saturday to criticize the Common Core

. standardized tests on which a majority of Long
% 1sland students performed poorly.

Protesters carried signs and cheered as they
waited to hear from Comsewogue
Superintendent Joseph Relia, a vocal
% | curricutum critic.

& "All of us have been passengers on a plane
a T " peing builtin midair," Rella said to the crowd.
“Today, we are canceling our flight reservations.”

He urged the group fo use social media to
spread the word and demand that state
legistators re-evaluate the potential effects of
Common Core standards. "Stop it, fixitor
scrap it," Relia chanted with the crowd.

Rella has received viral attention after posting
a letter to the school district's homepage on
Aug. 7 asking state legistators to either help
address his and parents’ concerns of remove
him from office.

New York is among the first of 44 states to
adopt the Common Core, which sets uniform
learning goals for each grade level. The state's
agreement to do so came when the U.S.
Department of Education's Race to the Top
initiative awarded grants to states with the advertisement | ecvalise ¢n 0 swesay
program,; the state received $700 miltion in

2010.

On the Island, 37.5 percent of students in grades three through eight passed math tests in April,
compared with 754 percent who passed less rigorous tests in 2012. In English, the nurnber of
students passing was 39.6 percent, down from 87.2 percent in 2012.

Parents and teachers have voiced ocutrage and concern over the mental and emotional impact
of the new system on young students.



“Is it necassary o expose third grade children to that level of stress?” said Gina Rennard, one of
nine speakers at the rally and a mother of three. "How do you tell a child that she's not college

Sl

material?

The support for the “students, not scores” movement has been "fantastic,” Rella said, acdding
that they will no longer remain invisible on the issue Rella was one of nine speakers at the
event, including Assembs. Alfred Graf and Steve Englebright and former Suffolk County

legistator Vivian Viloria-Fisher.




